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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	Studying the challenges and lessons of HIS implementation in developing countries is important to prevent fragmented projects collapse once external funding vanishes. It allows developers to build tools that survive in developing countries with limited resources. By understanding these hurdles, HIS designers can prioritize local ownership and user-friendly interfaces, ensuring health workers actually embrace rather than bypass the technology. Ultimately, these insights protect the limited resources, ensuring that digital investments translate into interoperable systems that directly improve patient outcomes rather than becoming digital waste.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is quite comprehensive, but I suggest to include some conclusion at the end of the abstract. For example (like what the author has written in his conclusion segment: Addressing these challenges requires sustained effort, strong governance, and collaboration. OR
With appropriate strategies, developing countries can narrow the healthcare technology gap and improve healthcare outcomes through effective HIS implementation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The challenges can be categorised into limited funding, poor infrastructure, low education and awareness, cultural and political constraints, resistance to change, and weak system quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Some of the references are not recent (2004, 2005 and 2007).
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
Overall, the language quality is good. However, there are some typo mistakes/ queries detected as highlighted in yellow:
- Page 4: before the [21], as outlined by whom? ; Ebsco should be EBSCO
- Page 6: Table 2: L The steps of selecting primary studies. Take out the L and dot in the table heading
- Page 7: No. 6 in Table 3, connect “prospects” with “for future research”. ; The first sentence in “analysis and findings” should be December 2019 instead of December 2018.
- Page 8: Latin American’s in Table 6 should be changed to Latin America’s. ; “others.”  in the second last sentence in the page should be written as “others”.
- Page 9: Latin Ameri- can’s in Table 8 should be changed to Latin America’s
- Page 10: should justify (align) the sentences in” limited computer skills” and “low awareness” headings.
- Page 11: The contents in Table 9 are difficult to understand. The author should re-arrange the Table content so that the readers can understand the contents eg how is the “frequency” column related to “barriers” and “source of resource” columns. Also, how did the author get the percentage number? From what I understand in the Page 10 description, Percentage = (N*100)/all primary studies. N is the number of studies that specifically addressed that category and the constant value for "total number of primary studies" is 11. So, if the “infrastructure” obstacle N is 7, percentage is 7*100/11 = 63.6%. How did the author get 37%?

	

	Optional/General comments

	
Major concerns are the typos and the contents in Table 9 (Page 11) should be edited to make it easier to understand.


	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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